S3 Fig. Forest plot showing the estimated prevalence (with 95% CI) of Toxoplasma in sheep for each
study. In addition results for each category (Sample type) identified through univariable meta-
regression are shown. T+=positive samples, N=number of samples, RE= Random Effects.*studies applying
serological screening before direction.

Author{s) and Year T+ N Prevalence [95% C1]
Asgan 2011 21 58 : b 0374[0251,0.508]
Az 2014 4 18 R S — 0.253[0.078, 0496 ]
Azizi2014 s 34 : - 0.442[0279, 0.611]
Berger Scoch 2011(1) ) 100 L 0.000 [0.000, 0.012]
Bergar Scoch 2011(2) 5 150 » 0.027[0.004, 0.083]
Sebacha 2004 15 0 : - 0.300[0.179, 0.435]
Soughattas 2013* 17 54 : -y 0.314[0.198, 0.446
Da siva 2009 20 802 a 0.024[0.012, 0.040]
Dubey 2008 81 383 o 0206 [0.188, 0.249]
Dumetre 2006* 11 50 C —— 0.219[0.114, 0.346]
Ergin 2009 s 20 L —— 0.255 [0.091 , 0.467]
Ergin 2002 2 100 » 0.015[0.000, 0.054]
Ghartsi 2013 % 177 - 0.199[0.141 , 0.262]
Gior 2013* 11 % - 0.108[0.051, 0.180]
Halos 2010 14 315 = 0.035[0.016 . 0.063]
Halos 2010 k3 82 —s— 0.414[0.208, 0.524]
Halva 2012 ) %) - 0.032[0.002, 0.086]
Jacobs 1960 8 8 .-— 0.083[0.035, 0.161]
Jacobs 1963 2 %4 - 06750508, 0.823]
Jamea 1969 0 10 — 0.014[0.000, 0.187 ]
Khayeche 2013 4 70 i 0.054[0.010. 0.123]
Maciel 2014 ) 200 » 0:008 [ 0.000 0.030]
Opsteegh 2010 34 183 j. 0181 (0,127, 0.241]
Ragozo 2008" 23 495 n 00380021, 0058]
Rahdar 2012 7 50 | & 0129 [0.055, 0.251]
Rothe 1985 0 30 [ 0,001 [0.000, 0.081]
Yikiz 2014 35 63 S 0553 [0.431, 0.678]
Vi 2014 " a7 : —a— 02680161, 0.456 ]
Vieira 20017 s 522 - 0.081[0.040, 0.084)
RE Mode! for All Studes s 0147 [0.089, 0.215]
Pockd within - 0.234[0.133, 0.353]
Snghe &> 0.086 [0.039, 0.170]
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